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ABSTRACT

The theory of Nostratic languages cannot be considered proven at this stage, as
unanswered questions have accumulated regarding the internal kinship of Kartvelian
and even classical Nostratic languages; Since among language families there is no
presented and established system of sound correspondences for the specified macro
family. And the so-called already presented Sound correspondences are neither
regular nor structural; Moreover, we cannot speak about its system. True, certain
similarities are really realized in each interconnected roots, but such coincidences can
be explained not by kinship, but by accidental similarities or, at least, root borrowings.
In addition, it would be important and informative to take into account the data that
relate to the problems of reconstruction of the proto residence and the protoculture of
ethnic groups that speak the Kartvelian languages. This question was not considered
in the global context within the hypothesis of Kartvelian languages and Nostratic
macrofamily.
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